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The CKAIHl^iJJ (Romaiiia): I declare open the foriy--fourth meeting' of the 
Eighte en-Nation Committee on Disarmament. 

The Conference is to discuss this morning the item dealing with the declaration 
against war propa.ganda* 

Mr . ZORIM (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) ( treiislation from Russian ); 
I have been instructed by the Soviet Government to make the follov/ing statement in 
connexion with discussion of the question of a declajration against war propagaiida: 

^'Recent events, including those of the last few days, which cannot be 
ignored, have made it necessary for the Soviet Government to reconsider the 
question of the provisions that should be included in the Declaration against 
Tfar ?ropa,ganda (3iIDC/C.l/2C ) in order to malie this document a useful and 
effective instrument in the struggle against the a^ggrossive forces vaiich are 
uia^turing plans to precipita,te a new war, ijnong these facts are x,h.Q following. 

"On 26 i/lay 1962 the Soviet Government learnt that, on 25 May, when the 
Committee of the Tnole was discussing the draft Declaration against -Tar Propaganda, 
I.Ir« Strauss, the Tfest German Llinister of Defence, put forward a demand in the 
NATO publication. Revue mil it aire /5:eneral e^ tha.t the Bundeswehr should 
immediately be given atomic weapons for war against the Soviet Union. The 
Soviet Government cannot fail to draw the ar>proT)riate inferences "from this 
preposterous statement, especieJly in view of the fact that Ivlr. S'c-rauss is not 
a private individual but is one of the lea^ding figures in the Government of the 
Federal Republic of Germany and holds a prominent position in the H/.TO bloc. 
This statement by Llr. Stra^uss is a striking example of the unres"^>rained propa- 
gajida. which certain NATO circles are using to further their prepa;r actions for 
precipitating a V7ar. 

''Recently, vfhen the Committee of Eighteen has been discussing the dra.ft 
Declaration a^gaanst ./a.r Propagajida., there have been increa.singly frequent 
sta.tements by rovanchists both in western Germany and in T7est Berlin, clamouring 
for the revision of the frontiers in Europe resulting from the Second v/orld v7ar 
a.nd for the use of force a.gainst the Germain Democratic Republic. These sta.te- 
ments can only be regarded a,s cr easting an a.tmo sphere of wajr hysteria, in Jest 
Germany of which the revanchists and militarists are taicing advajita.ge in order 
to prcpajre acts of provoca.tioh against the socialist States. 
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"As a. result of the occupation of Thailajid by the forces of the United 
States and of other States paxticipants in the a.ggressive SEATO bloc Y/hich are 
preparing for military intervention in Laos, the threat of wax in 3outh-~East 
Asia has sha:j:'ply increased during the last few days. Provocative actions in 
xhailand, Laos and South Vietnam may at any moment lee.d to a large-scale conflict 
with all its disastrous consequences for the peoples. One cannot overlook the 
fact tha,t all these aggressive steps hy the United States and its allies were 
■DTeccdod by long preparation of public opinion by the leading statcmcn and organs 
of the Press of the United States, both pressing for summary treo/oment of the 
nationrJ liberation movements of the Laotian people and the people of South 
VictnaiTi* This propaganda is still continuing at the present time. 

"The Soviet Government could not fail to take account of the fact that, 
recently, when the question of the prohibition of war propaganda v/as alrea^dy 
under discussion in the Committee of Eighteen, top-ranliing United States statesmen 
have made pronouncements to the effect that, in certain circumstances, the United 
States Grovernment may take the initiative in a nuclear conflict with the Soviet 
Union. Statements of this kind advocating a preventive nuclear war for the 
purposes of United States policy aggravate interna^tional tension and the threa.t 
of the outbreait of war^ 

"The Soviet Government also takes account of the fact thp.t, particularly . 
of late, lea^ding United States statesmen have been extolling nuclear vT-eapons and 
that numerous books and ajrticles published in the United States urge the need 
for the early uso of such weapons for the solution of outstanding international 
problems. Universal public indigna^tion was recently produced by the publica,tion 
in the United States of a book entitled The Legacy of Hiroshima by LJr. E. Teller,- 
which is a solid piece of propaganda for the nuclear arms race cud which attempts 
to justify the unleashing of a nuclear war by the United States for its ov/n 
political ends. '^ho publication of I^. Teller's book is a particularly 
dangerous event because he is playing a key role in the development of new ojid 
increasingly destructive types of nuclear weapons in accordance v/ith the 
instructions of the United Sta^tes Government, 

"In the light of a.ll these facets the Soviet Government has come to the 
conclusion that, in its present form, the draft Declaration against i/ar 
?ropa.ganda does not meet the requirements of the situation and calls for 
considerable improvement. Accordingly, the Soviet delega.tion, on the instruction 
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o± the Soviet Government, submits the following a,dditions and a^nendments to the 
text of the draft Declaration for tho consideration of the Cciimittee: 

a) Insert the follovang new 'oaragraphs" after the second operative paragraph: 
'3) Resolutely condemn all appeals for a preventive nuclear war as aggressive 

acts v;'hich conflict with the Purposes and Principles of the Charter of the United 
Nations and with the interests of maintaining xDoace, and v/hich are incompatible 
\Yith the honour and conscience of mankind; 

4) Condemn propaganda for revanchism and for the revision of the state 
frontiers in Europe which resultea rrom the Second 17orld 7[ar as action conflicting 
with the interests of peace and creating a threat to the security of the peoples; 

5) /JLso condemn as being at variance v/ith the United Nations Declaration 
on the granting of independence- to colonial countries and peoples and as 
tlireatening universal peace, incitement to the use of force against peoples which 
have embarked on the course of national liberation and independent development;' 

b) iimend the penultimate operative paragraph to read as follows: 
^Undertake, within tho shortest possible period and in any event not later 

than six months from the date of signature of this Decla^ration^ to enact 
legislation^ if this has not previously been enacted, declaring war propaganda 
in any form a grave crime against peace and humanity and providing for severe 
penalties against persons guilty of conducting such propaganda^ including their 
immediate remova^l from all official posts, the loss of all ranlis and titles and 
their criminal prosecutioUo * 

c) Redraft the concluding paragraph to r ead as follows: 'Call upon all 
other States to accede to this Decls.ra,tion and to take similar measures in 
accordance with it.'" (EI^JDC/Ca/21 ) 

The Soviet delegation proposes that these amendments be aiscussed, and requests 
the Secretariat to circulate the text of the statement of the Soviet delegation, 
together with these amendments, as a document of the Eighteen Nation Committee, 

Mr. D jlijl (United States of America/: I can only say that, in the light of 
the very intensive work which my delegation, in co-operation v/ith the Soviet 
delegation, has done on this declaration against war propaganda, and in the light 
of the agreement which was v/orked out and submitted to the Committee of the #hole 
last week, I have listened this morning -with the most profound regTot to the 
statement just made hy the representative of the Soviet Union. It seems to me that 
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after v/e have spent some six weeks in working out this declaration, it is a most 
astonishing performance — I repeat: astonishing -- to seize upon the republication 
oi an a:?ticle v/ritten some tv/o years ago by Er. Strauss, 

I had hoped that this decla^ration against wax propaganda v/ould be taken by the 
world as a symbol of the type of co-operation which could serve as the basis of our 
v.^ork here at this Conference. I had hoped that this could be an example of the 
way in which '^v/e have been working together , trying to reconcile our differences and 
to F:,greo upon a ste^temcnt which each of usj and ail the other nations which would 
accede to the docloxation, could ca^rry out for the advencement of the peace of the 
world and for the advancement of the principles set forth in the United Nations Cheirter, 

''"he statement \7hich the representative 'of the Soviet Union ha<s made here this 
morning, if not war propaganda itself, is certainly of a. character which might 
aggT.avate the international tensions against which the draft declare.tion before us 
spoalis. 

I am sure that both the Soviet Government and the Soviet delegation, which has 
not spoken to us before this meeting of its profound change in attitude, know full 
v/ell that they are intentionallv blowing up. this declaration against war propaganda 
a,nd that they do not want it ~ because further negotiations along these lines are 
now useless. 

There is no sense in spending another six weeks working seven or eight hours a 
day and then being confronted with this kind of nonsense at the last minute. So 
the Soviet Government, for purposes of its ovm, hr.s scuttled this carefully worked 
out declaration aga^inst war propaganda. The members of this Conference can judge 
for themselves why the Soviet Government has chosen to scuttle this caxefully 
worked, out declaration- against war propaganda. It is useless to continue further 
negotiations on such a declaration. 

Mr o LiJjL (India.): I would like to raise a point of order. I request that 
the meeting be suspended for fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRrJiJsF (RomaJiia): The representative of India reauests that we 
sus-";end the meeting for fifteen minutes. "i^at is the opinion of the Committee? 
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M?Lj_£iiZiyiJ:^TII (Italy) (translation from French); I thinli that before 
suspending the meetings it would be worthwhile ascertaining the views of the different 
delegations on the statement made by the representative of the Soviet Union<» In that 
way 5 the suspension might be more fruitful. 

The CliAIM.iJLM (Romania) s Fe have two proposrJs before us, one by the 
representative of India, and the other by the representative of Italyo Wheit is the 
opinion of the Committee, 

Mr_,_LjiLL (India): I have no objection. If any delegation wishes to 
express some immediate reaction^ it would do so. But I feel we should suspend fairly 
soon for fifteen minutes ^ as I proposed. 

The CHAIgI::-i>IT (Eomania): ^^lat is the Committee's opinion? I think th^ 
best to do is to give the floor to the representative of Mexico, and 'onen suspend for 
fifteen minutes« 

lilr. PiJ}ILLA W^U^rO (Mexico) (translation from Spanish); The comments which 
the L'lexican delegation vfished to make have no connexion y/ith the sta,tement made by 
the Soviet Union representative this morningv 

Therefore, bearing in mind the remarks of the Italian representative, I should 
prefer that the floor be given first to the United Kingdom representative since, as 
I have said, my remarks would have no beai'ing on what we have just heard from the 
Soviet delegation or on the amendments which it has proposed. 

My delegation, as no doubt all other delegations have done in respect of their 
ovni governments, communicated to the Government of Mexico after the last meeting on 
this item the text of the Declar action agreed by the co^-Chairmen and a-Toroved 
ad ref erendum by the Committee of the Fnole, The object of that communication was 
to obtain instructions in order to state at this meeting ~ as it Y^as hoped would be 
done by the other members of the Committee in respect of tneir o\m governments — 
that my government welcomed with satisf .auction the Declaration against •'[ar Propaganda, 

Therefore, vrhat I \7aj1ted to indicate was the significance which, in our view, 
the Declaration ha.s and the beneficial consequences deriving from it, bearing in 
mind in pai'ticular the m?jiy efforts of the co-Chairmen and the extremely valuable 
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contribution of other delegations, which resulted in the drafting of the Declaration, 
as \7ell as its intrinsic value, what the agreement symbolizes and represents and the 
importance which it may have. 

Those were the idee.s I wished to set forth today, but in vioY^ of the suggestion 
of the representative of India and the amendments to it proposed by the representa- 
tive of Italy, I thinic that the floor, should be given first to those who wi-sh to 
submit their comments on the attitude manifested in the last statement of the Soviet 
Union representative. 

Mr . GODBBR (United Kingdom )s When I asked for an opportunity to address 
the Committee this morning I did so in a spirit of hope. I thought it was' going 
to bo possible to congratulate our co-Chairmen and ourselves on a definite step 
forward* It is a pretty bitter moment, I think, for most of us round this table 
to have to realize that these efforts — and a great deal of effort had gone into 
preparing this agreed text, a g:reat deal of effort and discussion round this table 
and, I \7ould say, a grea,t deal more effort in the behind-the-scenes talks between 
the co-Chairmen ■— are brought to naught. This really is a bitter blow to our 
Conference, and it is" no good trying to disguise that fact. Confidence is not an 
easy 'oiling to build. I had hoped and thought that we were in fact building it. 
But if our Soviet colleagues choose to behave in this way, what are we to think? 

I had been home to London over the weekend and I had returned with authority 
to v.^clcome this Declaratione That would have been my purpose and that Y^as what I 
hs/d proposed to do. I had proposed to welcome the Declaration and to say that this 
was at least one step forward, perhaps not a very big step but a step forward, on 
our road. Now, for reasons best known to him, our Soviet colleague has chosen to 
sabotage the v/ork of our Conference. I cannot escape, on an occasion like this, 
allowing an element of bitterness to creep into my voice when I see what he has done. 
Nor can I avoid recalling to my colleagues that this is not the first time the Soviet 
Union has behaved in this way. I do not want to make capital out of what has gone 
before, but when one sees these things happening one cannot helj; remembering that 
it was the Soviet Union that chose to break up the I960 Conferencei that it is the 
Soviet Union which^ by tearing up the 1958 experts^ report ( EXP/NUC/28 ) , has made 
further progress in our nuclear test ban talks so manifestly difficult, in spite of 
the efforts of so many of our colleagiaes to help us. 
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Why does the Soviet Union do this? 1 just do not understand, I vrould have 
thought that v/e had an opportunity here to malie progress. I see no reason v/hatever 
in what has happened over the last few days to justify by one jot or one tittle what 
they have put before us this morning. Is it in fact that our Soviet colleagues have 
been told by their government that they must agree to nothing at this Conference? 
Is that what they have been told? If so, it is a sombre outlook for us all. I 
hope very much that is not the case« 

I am trying to speak in restrained language because I do not wish to make the 
feeling round this table v/orse. I 7/ant to see us come back to a discussion which 
will lead us f orward^ and so I shall curb my tongue although my thoughts may be 
somewhat bitter. I want to see us return to co-operation. I say quite definitely 
that there is no justification for this Soviet move. I ask our Soviet colleague to 
go. back to the position which he was vrilling to adopt as recently as last Friday. 
I have just been reading in the verbatim record what he said on Friday. It was, in 
the main, reasonable and conciliatory. I ask him to go back to that position and 
to. agree once again to vmat he agreed before, and to enable us all to welcome the 
efforts of our co-Chairmen and to record this element of agreement. Our Soviet 
colleague knows that it is impossible for some delegations to accept the wording which 
he has placed before us this morning. F.e is therefore by this action seeking to 
preclude agreement. I asK him to take it back. I ask him to allow us to build on 
the element of agreement v/hich had been achieved. If we do not do this^ it will 
have its effect on our general discussions. Actions such as these cannot be 
isolated, in a body such as this Conference. It is our duty to work speedily for 
general and complete disarmament. Kiat is what we are here for, and all our action 
should be devoted to that end. it is in that spirit that I ask our Soviet colleague 
to reflect on this matter and to get instructions from his government which will 
allow him to sign that Declaration as it was before, and not to. seek, to destroy the 
feeling of amity and goodwill in this Conference in the way that his statement this 
morning seemed to do. I ask him to retract that statement and to agree to the 
Declaration as it was formulated. Let him make his statements on other matters, if 
he wishes; we could do the same about statements which have been made from Soviet 
sources. But that would not help. Let us still agree to this Declaration so that 
we do not have in our way this impediment of a breakdo^vn in the very first agreement 
which seemed to be in sight. 
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I do earnestly appeal to our Soviet colleague, because I think this morning he 
has done goreat harm to our discussions, I shall not sa,y more. There is much more 
I could say, but I shall not, because I am deeply distressed at the attitude that 
our Soviet colleague has taken this morning and I do not v/ant any words of mine to 
exacerbate the feeling here; I want to try and restore our feelings of goodwill and 
co-operation. 

Mro CaVaLLBTTI (Italy) (translation from French) ; My delegation cannot but 
express the most profound regret at the statement made this morning by the Soviet 
Union delegationo It told us that it no longer accepted the text which the Committee 
had a,dopted unanimously -— I would oven say v^ith joy— a few days ago. 

In the context of this complete change of attitude, the Soviet delegation makes 
fresh accusations, which are completely unfounded, against one of our friends and 
allies. I have already protested against such accusations which are aimed at 
disparaging one of our friends, not present at this. Conference, with \7hich my country 
not only participates in a defensive alliance but is carrying out very important 
collaboration for peace and social progress*, 

I wonder whether the real reason for the Soviet change of attitude is not to 
be found in a desire to. reject operative paragraph 2 of the agreed' Declaration, 
which stresses that war is unnecessary. It may well be that this statement, which 
could bring great euid immediate alleviation to all peace-loving j)eoples, is not in 
accordance with the desire and the will of a communist country which is associated 
\<fiVxi the Soviet Union and which seems to regard war = as an inevitable necessity. 

It v/as therefore with deep regret that the Italian delegation listened this 
morning to the statement of the representative of the Soviet Union, which calls in 
question work which' had cost us several months of effort and to the accomr)lisliment 
of which my delegation had made its contribution by submitting a compromise text. 

The Italian delegation, however, hopes that the statement we have heard this 
morning v/ill'not be the Soviet delegation's last word, 7/e hope that that delegation 
will reflect on the responsibilities that it a^ssumes, with its statement this 
morning, towaxds all the peoples of the world' who love peace and who are sincerely 
aga^inst all v/ar propa.ganda. 
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M^^IiMM. (Czechoslovakia) i May 1 recall that my delegation, as well 
as a n-umber of other delegations at this Conference, repeatedly stressed in our 
discussions on the cessation of w.ar rjropaganda the nece>.^sity of having effective 
measures for the cessation of war propaganda^ Wo ropeatedly dre^v attention to 
the fact that yto must not liT.it ourselves y,o mere ^rds, but must ensure effective, 
concrete steps which will put an end to the incitement to crime which is constituted 
by war, and nuclear v^ar in particular. ^o were and remain convinced that the 
declaration against war propaganda which wo endeavoured in our debates to achieve, 
together V7ith a nomber of other delegations, might constitute such an effective 

stepo 

However, there is a prerequisite, that it should be sufficiently binding for 
the policies of those governments which will adojpt ito It is different, hov/ever , 
v/hen declarations on generr.l principles are accompanied by facts and acts Y/hich 
testify to the opposite, namely; that the respective governi:ients and their organs 
intend to continue policies which are in direct contradiction with these principles, 
even generally v/orded i:)rinciples. Such is the case v/ith the present draft 
decloxation against v/ar propaganda and vLc policy of the Government of the United 
States and those Governments under its direct iniluence. After protracted 
negotiations and repeated objections in this Committee, the delegation of the United 
States expressed its approval of a draft against war propaganda formulated in very 
general terms. These general terms — and vague terms, I would say — were due 
mainly to the objections of the United States delegation, vrhich had to be taken 
into accounts At any rate, the declaration could have constituted a vital step 
forward — under the ass-umption, however, that the Government of the United States 
would in words and deeds distinctly renounce some manifestations of its policy which 
are expressions of direct war propaganda,, in some cases acts of preparation of an 
aggressive v^ar, or even a step towards open aggrcssionc Hov^ else could we qualify 
the well-kno^vn interview of :iYesident Kennedy vf :' th Stewart Alsup in Llarch of this 
year when he declared that under certain circ;arastances the United States ^'must be 
prepared to use the nuclear weapon at the start, come vniat may"? I am quoting from 
The Saturday Svenin;:;- Post of 31 March of this year. Such a pronouncement by so 
distinguished a personality gives direct supx)ort to the voices calling for a 
p>reventive nuclear war against the socialist countries, for action the criminality 
of which and at the same time the senselessness of y^hich have been clearly proved 
time and time again in the paso, a^ vvela. cis hy many speal^c^rs in this Committee - 
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The United States continued to support the effort o.f ^^^est Qerraan militarist to 
axm the forces of the PedereJ Eepublic of Gorman^r uath nuclear weapons within the 
framework of ISfATC. The United States delegation in this ConimitteOj as well as the 
representative of Italy just no77j repeatedly try to miiir.c the Government of th^- Federal 
Republic of Germany appear to be a pattern of a democratic^ peace-loving governnient, 
but they cannot conceal the fact that tho generrl.: rf the Eunde<:wehr, to whom the 
United States has^ in the military field of NATO^. subjoctod its u^est jJurcpean allies, 
are ez--Nazis, war criminals, who in order to acccrD.pli^'h tiie cbjectivc^^ 7;hich tho3?" 
failed to rea^ch under Hitler, request atomic weapons within the frame-v7ork of NATO. 
As reported, for example, hj the West German newspaper piejj/elt, on 23 iviay, and as was 
quoted in the statement by our Soviet colleague, the West German Minister of Defence, 
ivir. Strauss, again ca,lled for nuolea,r weapons for the 3undesv;ehr in en article printed 
in an official NATO publication. The United Stages GcverniT.ent uttered no single word 
ag8.inst, and took no single step to challenge, those pronouncements and acts of the 
true rejpr-esentatives of Prussian militar: sm revived in the Federal Republic of Germany 
only through the policy of NaTO, which in its anti-'communinm has a common denominator 
with the policy of Munich in 1938, On the contrary,, the United Stages ajid its allies 
fully support, try to justify and even glorify this criminal policy of revanchism 
and militarism. 

These are facts which force the Government of the CzechoslovaZ-i Socialist 
Republic to raise serious doubts about the effectiveness of a declaration couched in 
vrords Yfhich are so general and have so little binding effect as those used in the 
draft before us» On the contrary, face to face with these facts, there stands out 
a serious danger that such a declaration v/ould serve only to deceive world public 
opinion, which is .cherishing such high hopes from the work of our Committee. 

It is no use accusing of sa,botage those who are pointing to certain facts which 
certainly axe not in conformity with the principles e^nDrossod in the dra-ft declaro.tion. 
On thp contrary, the charge of sabotage applies to those who by those facts and acts 
are contr«rHctin^: the x:)rinciples expressed in the draft declaration. 

Under such circumstances the delegation of the Oaechoslovsai Socialist Eepublic 
must continue to request that the declaration agadnst war propagarxda be \7orded in more 
binding fn-qhion and in more concrete terms so that it may not serve the. Government 
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of the United States and its allies to cover up the flagrant manifestations and acts 
which cannot be queJified otherwise than as incitement to an aggressive war, the 
provoking of war hysteria- and even direct preparation and development of war<. 

That is Y^hy the Czechoslovak delegation suu^ports the ajQiendments submitted by 
■the delega^tion of the Soviet Union and proposes that the Committee should deal with 
them in detail and by their adojption provide a basis for real and effective steps 
against v/ax propa^ganda. 

Mr. ZOEIrl (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (tr ansl a tion from Russian) ; 
Of course, 1 \70uld not have aeked to speak, especially taking into account the v^ish 
of the representative o-^ India to recess the meeting in order, apparently, to exchange 
views Y/ith friends and to think over the situation, but I am obliged to say a few 
words in order to counter some of the assertions that v/ere made after my statement 
by the representatives of the United States, the United Kingdom^ and Italy, because 
I thinly tha^t before we pass on to further discussion, some cle^rity must be introduced 
into the matter. 

I must say tha.t the statement made by the representative of the United States, 
after my statement^ is surT)risingly tactless* The Soviet Government deems it 
necessary to improve the drai't declaratione It submits specific amendments. The 
United States representative declares that there is no sense in discussing any 
amendments that are submitted. Why? I^at do you dislike in these amendments? IJhy 
do you consider it impossible even to discuss those amendments? 

The first aracndment reads: 

"Resolutely condemn aJl appeals for a preventive nuclear war •.." 

(SMDC/ C.l/21, page 3 ) . 
Are you in favour of these appeals? ^/hy axe you opposed even to discussing these 
amendments? 

The second amendment reads-; 

'^Condemn propaganda for revanchism and for the revision of state frontiers in 

Europe which resulted from the Second ¥orld 'Ugx as auction conflicting with the 

interests of :peace and creating a threat to the security of the peoples*" 

( ibid. ) 
iiTo you in favour of revanchism or are you aga.inst it? >^hy are you opposed even 
to discussing these ajnendinents? 
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The third amendment reads: 

"Also condemn as being at variance with the United Nations Declaration on the 
granting of independence to colonial countries and peoples and as threatening 
universal peace^ incitement to the use of force against peoples which have 
embarked on the course of national liberation and independent development/^ 
(ibid. ) 

/j:e you in favour of colonial wexs or against them? You have always declared that 
you are an anti-colonial Power, Then why are you against even discussing this 
q^uestion? 

I shall not add any further comments. From what I have said already^ it is 
clear that the rou^xe sen-native of tne United States rejects beforehand any possi- 
bility of improving xhe text of the declaration, although the amendments proposed 
by the Soviet Grovernment cannot be rejected by those who are really opposed to war 
propaganda, by those who want to put an end to it not only in words but in deeds* 
dta.tes Y/hich really desire the cessation of war propaganda cajinot object to the 
amendments I have just listed. 

nevertheless, the United States representative says straight away that he does 
not even want to discuss tiiem^ that it would be useless to discuss them. This 
reveals the underlying basis of the whole United States position in the discussion 
of this question. 

You will remember how we discussed this question, what resistance there was 
precisely on the part of the United States even to a discussion of it, and what 
statements were made from the very outset to the effect that there vms no need for 
a;iy declaration, etc. True, we went through a good deal of workj for six weeks 
we carried on a. struggle for every word, for every sentence; we " achieved the result 
that the United States apparently adopted the formal position of putting an end to 
wa.r propaganda. It is now evident that this was by no means a sincere position, 
because- if you arc £ga,inst any further imxDrovement in the declaration, if you 
reject out of hand any amendments, it does not testify to your sincerity in regard 
to opposing war prcpa,gandac 

On the other hand, it is impossible to ignore real facts. The United Kingdom 
representative said today that actions, such as actions on the question of forbidding 
war propaganda cajinot be isolated in our vfork, in the work of the Conference^ as he 
put itc That is true. But they cannot be isolated from what is happening in the 
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world either. Do all of us think when we are sitting here, that we are working here 
just for ourselves, the seventeen nations %na± are gathered here, whereas the very 
opposite to what we are doing may be going on m the worlds lOiat sense is there in 
cur work, if we are going to talk about general and complete disarmament, about 
eliminating Yiax propaganda, whereas in fact wars will be prepared and unleashed? 
:7ill anyone believe us then? ";^ill there by any sense in our work? But the real 
fexts show that even at the time when we were discussing this question of prohibiting 
wax propaganda, when we were already reaching agreement on some of the wordings 
of this declaration, at that very time events were talking place which directly 
contradicted the position of those who formally spoke in favour of the declaration^ 

The. facts vmich I have adduced today cannot be refuted. The United States 
representative spoke about the statement by Mr. Strauss being two years old. No, 
it is not. two yeaxs old. It is a statement made on 25 i/lay' of this year, that is to 
say, when we were discussing with you this dra,ft declaration, at that very moment, a 
member of the government of a country friendly to you — allied to you, as the 
representative of Italy put it ~ made a statement that was the direct opxDosite to 
what we were agreeing upon here with you, and declared that nuclear vreapons were 
necessary not against East Germany but against the Soviet Union. Ltq we going to 
play the hyxDocrite before the whole world? Are we going to x'^ut dovm one thing in 
v/riting here and do something different and support one another, as the representa- 
tive of Italy is nov/ doing — supporting his presumptuous and aggressive ally? Is 
this a policy of really lessening international tension? Everyoae .realizes that 
this is an insincere iDolicy, tha,t we cannot carry on v/ork in this Y^ay — to agree 
on something here and then at the same time to act in the opposite. manner. That is 
why the declaration, as the Soviet Government has particularly stressed, will be an 
effective means of putting an end to propaganda only when it lays dovm hard and fast 
obligations of States directed against the forces which are now x^rovoking tension 
and which are in fact x^^eparing and already conducting wars. Only under these 
conditions will the declaration x^la,y a positive role. 

. The attitude of certain United States circles towards this declara^tion is 
already apparent from vf hat such an influential nev/spcaper as. .the "Nev/ York Times" wrote, 
only yesterday. It x'^^blished an article on the declaration we discussed with you 
on Friday, under the headline: '^Declaration v^ithout VaJue". 7/hy is it without 
vaJue? This shoves the false x>-sition which certain circles in the United States 
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axe taking on this matter. It is our intention to improve the draft declaration. 
We have proposed specific amendments and we propose that they be discussed, ¥e are 
surprised at the s.ttitude displayed by the United States representative, who has 
rejected out of hand everything that is loroposed here, 

?fe have shown the maximum co-operation during the course of our negotiations. 
Neither you nor anyone else can deny this, He have done our utmost to find some 
vfay of reaching agreement, but we see nov/ that our desire to find a \7ay of reaching 
agreement is being taken advantage of by the circles which are following an entirely 
opposite line, an entirely opposite policy. Does not vrhat is happening in Germany, 
Thailajid and Laos at this very moment contradict what we are saying here and trying 
to v/rite down and agree upon? 

¥e cannot have a double system of keeping a,ccounts. It must be one or the 
other: either you are in favour of really lessening tension, really putting an end 
to war propaganda in aJl its forms, including preventive nuclear wax, or you are 
pla.ying the hypocrite in the eyes of the whole world. Therefore, I believe that it 
is necessary to have a serious discussion of all the concrete proposaJs v/hich the 
Soviet Government deemed it necessary to place before the Committee, a.nd I do not 
think that there is likely to be any support for the attitude expressed today by the 
United States representative, who rejected out of hand any amendments submitted for 
the purpose of improving the text of the declaration and making it an effective 
instrument to tie the hands of those who are preparing and unleashing v/ars. 

Mr. DEMI (United States of America); I ask for the floor. 

The CFJJ.'t&Aj^ (Romania); Before I give you the floor, Mr, Deeji^ I have 
to consult the Committee in connexion with Mr. Lall^s ]D^oposal to suspend our work 
for fifteen minutes. 

Mr . DBiilvI (United States of America): I would like to reply to the Soviet 
representative before the recess, if you please, Mr, Chairman, 

The CHAIi^/IAI-J (Romania): I am sorry; hlr. LaJl has asked for the floor. 
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MTo LUAs (India); I would have no objection Y^hatever to listening to the 
United States representative before I speali* 

Mr. PiJDILLA MERVO (Mexico) (translation from Spanish): I v/ish to speak 
after the United States represente,tive. I simi:)ly want to say now that the suggestion 
made by the representative of Italy and approved by the Committee that those 
representatives vdshing to comment on the statement we have heard from the Soviet 
Union representative should do so before the meeting is suspended. Consequently , 
any member of the Committee v/ho v/ishes to express his vievfs in this regard may do 
so before the recess. I prefer to speak after the representative of the United 
States has spoken. 

Mr. DEiiM (United States of America): I would like to express my 
appreciation of the courtesy of the representatives of India and Ivloxico. 

I wonder if the Soviet represent.ative has forgotten that it v/as only three days 
ago that he and I, as the co-Chairmen, agreed on this declaration against war 
propaganda. It was only last Thursday that each of our governments stated in the 
Committee of the 'Tliole that the declaration was satisfactory to us and that we would 
support it in plenary meeting. I submit to all members of the Conference that it 
is not a question of the attitude of the United. States Government to the so-called 
amendments which Lhr. Zorin has introduced without notice. There was supposed to 
be a meeting of the co-Chairmen yesterday afternoon, from v/hich Mr. Zorin asked to 
be excused on the grounds that he was busy: I can no?^ see why he was busy. It 
seems to me it is a question of the x^^rocess of a negotiation in a serious conference 
which, after much effort, much thought, and much goodwill on behalf of aJl the 
delegations, produced agreement, an agreement vdiich, when reported in this Chamber, 
produced no small amount of expressions of satisfaction by all representatives — I 
am a,fraid that these expressions have now turned out to be premature a;nd groundless. 

I ain sure that the Soviet represent active knows full Y/ell that Minister Strauss 
made this statement not on 25 May, but two years a;go, and that my Government is in 
disagreement with the view imputed to l/lr . Strauss by the Soviet representative, 
v/hy it was republished in a private publication I do not know, but it Y^-as not a 
statement made within the last three days. It has been officially stated on behalf 
of my Government any number of times, and I repeat it again as representative of the 
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United States Government, that it is the official policy of the United States 
Government that we do not believe in preventive nuclear war or in the first-strike 
theory. This article by Stewart Alsop which appeared in the March 1961 issue of 
The Saturday Eveni nA' Post has been referred to here several times before. That is 
not something that happened over the weekend. lilr^ Zorin referred to a book by 
Professor Teller. Professor Teller is a very distinguished physicist, but he does 
not make public policy for the United States Government and it so happens that his 
views are not those of the Government of the United States. That book was written 
some time ago. IThy is it that since last Thursday the Soviet Government, after 
having: reached an agreement, has to go back over long periods of time in order to 
trump up — I use the word advisedly — reason for not carrying out its agreement, an 
agreement reached only three days ago? That is the question before this Conference. 
It is not, I submit, the attitude of my Government: it is the attitude of the Soviet 
Government, as to whether it can keep its word over a single weekend. If the Soviet 
Government cannot keep its word over a single weekend, then I ask merabersof the 
Conference just how useful it is to continue the negotiations on this subject. 

Mr. PiJ)ILLA INIERVO (Mexico) ( translation from Spanish ); I think that all 
the representatives at this Conference have experienced a feeling of surprise, to say 
the least. Hov/ever, I think that, although we hope that surprises of this kind will 
not occur in the future in the course of our deliberations, we have to got used to 
the idea that this kind of obstacle may crop up in future and we must nevertheless 
persevere in our task in spite of temporary disappointments. 

I am obliged to make a few remarks. In the first place, within the framework 
of the draft declara^tion approved by the Committee of the 7v^ole there is, if the 
governments supporting it give it a straightforward and sincere interpretation, the 
possibility of eliminating anything that might amount to propaganda for war and 
aga^inst peace. In my opinion, this is not merely a question of words, of embodying 
a concrete prohibition in a text,^ it is a matter of the v/ill, the spirit and the 
firm desire to interpret honestly the obligations that are assumed. 

I remember that when we first began the discussion of this question, the 
representative of the United States, l(ir. Dean, quoted a text from the Gospel which, 
in his opinion, should guide our deliber actions. He . said: "Love thy. neighbour 
a,s thyself". Throughout the history of the world, many such exlaortations have been 
ma.de, not prohibiting hatred but teaching love. 



ENDC/FV.44 
21 

( Mr, Padilla Nervo . I/lexico ) 

I should like to put the following question to the members of this Conference 
so that they may reflect upon it during the recess: what is the present attitude 
of the delegations which have consulted their governments, which approved this 
Declaration in the Committee of the (Vhole and which have instructions to abide by it? 
I Y/-ant to submit for the consideration of my colleagues this other questions is 
this Declaration still the exclusive property of the tvro co-Chairmen, or may perhaps 
other States — including the eight delegations of the non-aligned countries cjid 
those \Tho,. if they consider it aiDpropriate, might give their support to the Declaration 
in the General Assembly of the United Nations ~ have acquired certain rights? I 
ask: Can the matter be ended in this way? 

\7ith all due respect, I should like to recall the statements on this matter 
made by the representatives of the Soviet Union and the United States of ijnerica on 
25 Llay, sta,tements which I transmitted to my government. Mr. Zorin said: 
""Jo consider the docximent as an independent one adopted by the States 
■participating in the Sighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament. This doe 
not mean, however, that such a document cannot play its role at the General 
Assembly. Such a document can be submitted to the General Assembly for 
endorsements. ( ENDC/C.l/?V.8. T)age 12 ) 

The United States representative then expressed his complete agreement with 
the remarks made hy the Soviet Union representative. 

I/Ior cover, v/e are accustomed to adopting resolutions in the General Assembly; 
we know, for example, the whole process of the signing of a treaty, its subsequent 
rectification, the reservations that on ratification may be made by States with 
regard to the text itself, oxid we also know that despite those reservations it may 
be signed and ratified hy those countries that wish to commit themselves to certain 
principles which they regard as appropriate and necessary for the international 
situation at a given moment. 

For all these reasons before the suspension of the meeting I should like my 
colleagues to consider this aspect of the Declaration a,nd the extremely categorical 
statement made hy Mr. Zorin and afterwards confirmed by the representative of the 
United Sta^tes of Anerica. That was v^y I asked my first question whether the 
document could be regarded as the exclusive property of the two co-Chairmen, or 
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whether on the other hand it coi\ld be taken that, in view of the foregoing circum- 
stances and of the symbolic nature of the text which had been completed after con- 
sidora^ble efforts, the States have acquired certain rights over the document. I 
Y/onder, too, whether the approved of the document and the consultations that we ha,ve 
had with our goverriments have not already taken on an irreversible character. 

Those are the remarks I wanted to make so that my colleagues could reflect on 
them. 

Ivar . TJrSu;3U]0Y_ (Bulgaria) (transl ation from Frenc h); Vfe have just heard a 
statement by the I'."e:^:icaxi representative who, in explaining the possibility of certain 
governments appropriating the declaration ™' a sepa^rate question v^-hich could 
certainly be discussed later on — said that in regard to every docuiiient there was 
always the possibility of doing something for its implementation, no matter how the 
document was drafted*^ Yes, we agToe that there is such a rjossibility and I am the 
first to recognize it; But for that possibility to be reolly utilized by a govern- 
ment, the latter must have the intention to do so. The government must have the 
intention to avail itself of the j)ossibility offered by this declaration against war 
propaganda and to do vmat is necessary in order to stop war propaganda,. But what 
do we find here? If we consider the v/hole course of the discussion and also all the 
statements mo.de during the discussions that we have had both here and outside, we 
see that on the part of the Government of the United Sta^tes and certain other govern- 
ments there is no intention of tal-iing this declaration into account. That is the 
importemt thing, and it is thr^t which makes us think of the possibility, or the 
impossibility, of really achieving in these conditions the cessation of war propaganda. 

During the recent discussion tha,t we have had here, the United States repeatedly 
sta/bodL that the taL-^ing of legislative and admini sir active measures against war 
propaganda was contrary to the United States Constitution and to the tra,ditions of 
freedom and expression of ox)inion of that country. 

If there are any who doubt this', I will give seme exaraples. In his sta.tement 
of 27 iLpril the United States representative, referring to the declaxa^tion, sa.id: 
"As for the substance of wha/o we were to try to o,gree upon, iv.Ir. Zorin has 
continued to insist on the inclusion in any a^greed text of cond.emna.tion of 
v/ax propaganda of provisions for prohibitorv legislation with respect to it." 
(ENDC/C.I/PY.5 •oa.Re 18) 
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Hg v/ent on: 

^\ . . So we cannoi be a party in good faith to a decla;ration or other action 
\7hich on its face purports to commit us to a course of action v/hich we know 
in advance to be unconstitutional or otherwise unfeasible so that later on, 
having agreed to it, we would have to say that we could not ccjrry it out because 
it was unconstitutional or not feasible." (ibid> "oaR'e s 18-19) 

Immedia,tely afterwards^ if you remember, i/lr* Dean compared war propaganda with 
questions of freedom of religion ejid the free flow of ideas and so forth. 

■7e wonder why the United States insisted on this wording of the present paragraph 
5: ".oo including measures in a legislative form in the case of States which consider 
such form appropriate .•." (ENDG/C.I/18 page 2). So the States which do not consider 
it appropriate would not teke legislative measures. 

■".^TLat happened immediately afterwr.xds? During the whole period of the negotiations 
here, statements ojid incitements to war have been multiplied. Action has even been 
tai:en. For example, during this period it has been continually asserted that the 
order to land United States troops in Thailand was a necessary policy, 7.^at for? 
In order to continue the repression of peoples v/ho are endeavouring to shake off the 
yoke of colonialism, who axe striving to free themselves from certain puppet govern- 
ments set up there hy imperialist circles* 

Perhaps you doubt \7hether this action of the United States was undertaken 
deliberately in order to increase the tension in South East Asia. 7Jell then, a 
French novTspaper, independent of the government and which cannot be accused of 
sympathy for communism, such as Lo Monde , \vxites in this connexion: 

"There is one striking feature in all these 'crises^ in Laos: the disproportion 
between cause and effect, betv^een, on the one hand, the trivial vicissitudes of 
this little guerilla war in which usually there are only clashes here and there 
betv/een small groups of partisans of half a dozen men each and hardly more 
numerous regular ^detachments^-; and, on the other hand, the astonishing 
repercussions of these vicissitudes and ^battles^ on the international stage, 
the diplomatic complications and tensions which ensue. 

"Because a Laotian village near to Thailand is occupied by the Pathet-Lao, 
President Kennedy calls his advisers together, staffs are warned, the Seventh 
Fleet sails for Siam and a,t the same time there are considerable diplomatic 
repercussions ttiroughout the world. And all to find out finally that the 
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villa{^;e in question, although it may have been evacuated by the C;;overninent 
^'arrison, has net even been occupied by the Pathet-L-ao forces." 
(Le Mo nde. 27-2 8 May 1962) 

This is xhow in certain circles, at tiie very time v/hen vre were discussing this 
dra^ft declaration, crises have been created in order to justify intervention. Is 
this the way in 77hich we desire the draft declaration to be carried out? Is this the 
way in which we should carry out the draft declaration, throateriin^^ countries and 
vmole rerions with force in order to intervene and try to set up a rec^ime to our liking 
or to safeguard a :}u;;.pot /::overnment? This is how the United States — and I regret 
to have to say — its allies Y^^ho vrent to its aid, have acted in order to increase 
international tension at the very time v^hen we were discussing this clxaft Declaration, 
iiiiother T>oint I should like to take up ™ and which has been contradicted by the 
representative of Italy — is the intensive preparation for the supply of nuclear 
vreapons to the Germcji militarists. There have been vigorous protests here, but one 
might thinli the.t v7estern U-ermany is not only not absent but is present, so to speak, 
in several persons. It has stout defenders of its policy of aggression and 
prep.aration for war* 

ivith regard to this prep.aration v^rjiich is being carried out at the very moment when 
we cure engaged in discussion, the information newspaper La Tribune des Nations of 
25 iv'iay (that is to say, at the very moment wnen v/e were taking the decisions to submit 
to our governments the' declaration v/hich v^e had had so mucn -orouble in drafting) 
wrote, avfter the visit to the United States of the official in charge of nuclear affairs 
of "Jestern Germany, Dr. Siegfried BrJke: 

^'... ind the Americans have agreed to sell to the Germans - — more easily thazi 
to the French — certain nuclear equipment, an operation intended, as is kno\m, 
to improve the United States balance of pp.yments, which is not very favoura.ble as 
regards Western Germany^ 

'*A secret agreement has also boon concluded for the training in the United 
Sta.tes of German specir.lists in atomic matters, for the delivery to Bonn of 
technice.1 equipment and production equipment for a.tomic i:>lants ajid of materials 
for the utilization of several technologicaJ processes. 

"The speciaJists ~ and this is the most important — go so far as to claim 
tha.t, with some ^ improvem.ents' which the Germans are providing, this basis 
provided by ijnerica could be easily reconverted so as to start producing atomic 
weapons in the Federal Republic." 
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Thero you have the war propa.ganda and preparations for war that were going on 
while \7Q were discussing this question of the prohibition of war propaganda* Not 
only ejnong certain of our colleagues was there no intention of prohibiting war 
propaganda, but they were participating in preparations for war together Y/ith those 
who twice already have been directly iiesponsible for the outbreak of tv/o vvorld wars. 

In these conditions, one wonders whether this . prepaxation for wax, the statements 
that have been mentioned, the interviews given by responsible German Ministers and, 
in particular, the declaration of the West German iYlinister of Defence published in 
the NATO " General Military Review " while v;-e were discussing the declaration against 
war x^ropaganda, were not meant to give us an example of the atmosphere in which this 
Declaration vrauld be carried out* Our delegation considers that that was x)recisely 
the atmosphere that it was desired to create during the discussion of the draft 
declaxation against war propaganda in order to show all those circles which are 
particularly interested in the production of armaments that there would be no cessation 
of war propaganda. Indeed if, at the very time when a decision was being taken to 
end \7ar propaganda, the most prominent leaders of the Western countries could make 
such preparations for v^ar, there is, no doubt that the commentary of the Nev/ York Times 
to the effect that the declaration against war x^ropaganda was of no value is really 
an assessment which corresponds with the real intentions of the American circles 
interested in the continua.tion of war propaganda. 

^•Je consider therefore that if we wish to adoi')t a declara.tion against war propaganda, 
it is advisable, ajid even absolutely necessary, to introduce amendments into the text 
of the declaration in order to give it a more mandatory character for States so that 
we can. really rely on such a declaration. That is why we fully support the amend- 
ments submitted hy the representativi9 of the Soviet Union amd we should like the 
Committee to discuss them. 

A short time a,go we heard a statement made by the representative of the United 
States \7ho said that it was useless to discuss further the draft declaxa,tion against 
war x^ropaganda or the amendments prox^osed by the delegation of the Soviet Union. 
We think that this statement of the United States representa,tive only shows that, 
if there is no desire to improve the text of the declar action drafted and ax)proved 
by the Plenary Committee, it is because there is no real desire to prevent wax 
propaganda. We consider that a statement such as that made this morning by the 
United States representa,tive is not calculated to advance our work. Oh the contrary, 
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we should do our utmost to improve the draft declaration against vrax propaganda. 

i/Ioreoyer, we consider that the statements which have been made oy certain other 
Powers expressing their disappointment have no direct connexion v^ith the actions 
they have undertaken. I have said, and I repeat, that v/e regretted that certain 
^7estern Powers should have joined the United States in going to Laos and sending their 
troops there in order to settle a crisis which was deliberately 6ind artificially 
created. That is why we think that those Povfors should a,lso be so obliging as to 
work on a declaration a,guinst war propaganda. which would be of a more mandatory nature, 
which vT-culd contribute to a greater extent to the success of our work cno.-^ above all, 
v/hich could give relief to mankind by showing it that the threat to use force or to 
resort to force for the settlement of international disputes vail not be used in the 
f utur e . 

Mrs. hnU'D^jj (Sv/eden)? I shall refrain from making any lengthy statement 
now. Ife certainly need the proposed recess, and we can only hope tha/t it v/ill 
succeed in bringing us out of the impasse in v/hich the Conference now finds itself. 

I have asked for the floor only to make two very brief statements, v/hich are 
rather in the nature of announcements. First, I wish to state that the Sv/edish 
Government has given its delegation here full p.uthority to accept, on its behalf, 
the draft dcclara^tion against vrar propaganda as that declaration stands. Secondly, 
I wish to register the full and complete agreement of my delegation wiVsi all the 
statements which the representative of Mexico made in his recent speech. 

Mr. NASZKO¥SKI (Poland) (translation from French) s The Polish delegation 
participated in the prepara.tion of the draft declaration against war propaganda, 
being moved by the conviction that the draft should meet certain essential requirements, 
without which its value vrould be illusory. ¥e considered that the draft should 
contain a clear and precise condemnation of the war propaganda carried on by certain 
circles which are interested in the maintenance end increase of tension, and that 
it should also stipulate specific undertakings which would put an end to such 
activities. That v/as the purpose of our amendments. 

It is a,lso obvious that a document such as the draft declaration against war 
propaganda, ca^nnot be examined in the abstract, index:)endently of the international 
situation. That is \7hy, although we were interested in the efforts of the Committee 
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to ree.ch a^'reement in this field -=— and wg continue to be so — v^e consider that the 
reasons set forth today by the Soviet dele£:ation are valid and sound. These reasons 
tell strongly in favour of a revision of the L)3:ovisional text that was e.r^reed, in 
order to [^ive it the necessary precision. 

?or these reasons^ we support the amendments submitted by the Soviet Union. 
In particular ;> we share the concern expressed by Mr* Zorin regarding the danger 
represented by the development of the expansionist, militarist and revejic hists 
aspirations of the Federal Republic of Germany. As is kno^vn, we have repeatedly 
expressed this concern. The obstructive attitude of the Governraent of the Federal 
Republic of Germany with regard to the necessity of settling the problem of Germany 
and 17est Berlin, the obstinate **No^* with which eJiy chance of relaxing tension is 
opposed by Irlr. Adenauer, who at the same time demands nuclear weapons and, at least, 
joint decisions in regard to their utilization^ the v^arlike statements of the 
Minister of Defence Strauss, who promises a speedy doubling of the militcxy potential 
of the Federal Republic of Germany, all this constitutes, in the light of the 
^.^SSfflSi-il^te policy of this State in regard to Poland and other countries, not only 
a^ctive wcjo propagenda, but an open aspiration to unleash weir. 

The representative of the United States, Mr. Dean, said that Mr. Strauss^ s 
statement quoted by the Soviet Union representative was made tv/o years ago. I should 
like to assure I/Ir. Dean tJ;x^;b sto.tements by tnis member of the Federal Republic of 
Germany ™ statements marked by an aggressive spirit — are being continually made, 
and a^lways for the same X3urpcse, namely to obta^in for the Bundesv/ehr weapons of 
mass destruction in order to support with this trump card the policy of Lr. Adenauer, 
which is opposed to the rela^xavtion of tension. 

The statement of the Soviet delegation also- mentions other activities which 
cannot but cause anxiety to aJl pea.ce-loving people. 

I should like to point out that Poland is following with anxiety the development 
of events in ajid ajround La.os. We participa.ted in the Geneva Conference on Laos 
and i:e v/ere members of the International Commission on La^os, being moved by the 
desire to help the Laotian people in their pea;,ceful development in independence and 
neutrality. The intervention of the United Sta.tes forces in Thailand and the virtual 
occupa/bion of tha.t country can only increase tension in the region of South-East Asia 
and support the roactiona;Xy puppets of Vientiane in their military x^^ovo captions o 
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Those axe the reasons for our support of the Soviet Union proposals the aim of 
which is that the Coinmittee should adopt a document which v/ould have a real and positive 
influence on the evolution of the international situation. I must say that if the 
United Sta,tes dele£:;ation were definitely to talie the attitude of refusin^^' to discuss 
the proposed amendments, it would indeed bo a bad omen; it would show the negative 
e^ttitude of the United Sta,tes with regard to effective measures against war propaganda. 

By adopting the Soviet Union proposals, our Committee v/ould be able to help 
towards muzzling the forces of aggression, which recently have become increasingly 
a^ctive, and tov/ards lessening tension. In that vmy our work on general and complete 
disarmajnent would be facilitated. 

The meetin^^ w a s susp ende d a t 11*35 a.m> and resumed at 1 2 .30 p.m. 

Mr , LaLL (India): After consulta-tion with many representavtives, including 
the two co-Chairmen, I should like to maiie a. proposal. But I understand that the 
names of the representa.tives of Cana.da. and Romania are on the list of speaiiers. 
Therefore, I shall wait until those two representatives have spoken before making 
this proposal. 

Mr. BURNS (Cajia^da): The Canadian delegation came to this meeting this 
morning hoping to congratulate the co-Chairmen on the agTeement which they had 
reached on the declaxa.tion, and with instructions from the Cana.dian Government to 
support ajid subscribe to this declara.tion, v/orked out after so much persistent a^id 
careful negotia^tion which we thought had been crowned with success. I must say 
we were dismayed a/o the statement of the Soviet representative conveying the instruc- 
tions of his government, Y/hich amounted in effect to re-opening the whole negotiation. 

lie ha.vc to say that we are quite una^ble to under staJid from the rea>sons cited 
by the Soviet representative why it has aT)parently been necessaxy for the Grovernment 
of his country to chaoige its mind about the declara.tion in the short time that has 
elapsed since agreement on it vras announced in the Committee of the v7holo. We feel 
that the declaration, while it may not have been satisfactory to everybody, at least 
represented eja agreement in this Conference and a ste^:) forward in the direction v^^hich 
we ha/d all been hoping to take, that iSy the direction of lessening tensions and 
promoting further fruitful work in our discussions on general and complete disarmament. 



29 



( Mr o ^ Bur n s , C anada ) 



;7c rccarcl this as a setbacko We hope tha,t it may prove to be a tc/apcrary one. 
iN'e hope that it moy yet be possible to put forv/ard the declaration which v^as subscribed 
to hy ail of us on 25 I/iay^ . so that it may fulfil its purpose of discourac^inc any 
X^ublications^ frora whc?.tever side or from v/herever they may come, from pretending 
that -jex is inevitable^ giving encouragement to the use of force^ or doing eaiything 
contraiy to the engagements which r/e have all taJken in subscribing to the United 

Nations Charter o 

Tha,t is v/hat I vrisn to say at this juncture* we are unhappy about wheat has 
taiien -.lace but v^e .aoi:)o that this is not going to be more theui a tempora-c/ setbe^ck in 
the work of this Conference o 

I thgink the representative of India for delaying the submission of his proposal 
until my delegation had had an or)portun.ity to speako 

The CHAIHi^M (Romania): Thank you, Mr, Lall, for yielding the floor to the 
representative of Canacia z\Xi^l m^^self .> 

I should like to say a few words in my capacity as representative of Roraaniac 
I do not want to lengthen the discussion at this stage of our v7ork. However^ I wish 
to associate myself with the ste.tements made by the delegations of the Soviet Union, 
CzechoslovrJvia, Bulgaria and Poland, aimed <at a;n improvement of the draft declaration. 
The additions x'-^'^posed by the Soviet Union are fully justified by recent events, 
which indice.te precisely the point where the greatest care has to be tcZ~en by us. 
The incitements to ^xiC. c^ppeals for preventive nucleiu^ war which have accompanied 
the mcst recent military acts of the United States show that in order to be effective 
the draft dcclara^tion has to include the prohibition of such appeals^ cj-id not leave 
them outside its scope* At the soine time the declarations of revanchism and 
militarism in v/est Germaaiy remind us tha/b any action toward peace must include the 
oond'omno.tion and banisi:iment of such dangerous phenomena,^ 

The Romanian delegation considers that if \7ork is to be dura.ble it has to be 
taken seriously by the countries participating in it. Iviy Government is of the 
or)inion that xhe declarp.tion must represent a very serious and solemn obligation 
and that itq have to put this idea into the text of the declaration. Signatory 
States have to show, through the very Ifinguage of the document^ their desire to 
respect it and to apply it in letter and spirito 
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Mr . L ALL (India): Today many governments sent their representatives here 
v/ith instructions to approve the draft declaration which vms already before us* 
But there have been sv/ift developments and a new situation has been created. This 
situa,tion will require a great deal of thought and much vdsdom in order to resolve 
it in a vmy which will :^:ermit this Conference to continue its constructive endeavours 
toward achieving its goal of general and complete disarmament under effective control. 

Therefore, taking into account the goal which we must achieve and the new 
slt^iesbion, I now formally propose, after consultation with the co-Chairmen and other 
delegations, that v/e adjourn discussion of this particular subject immediately imtil 
an agreed date^ this date to be decided upon by the co-Chairmen and proposed later 
to the Committee. v/e should now adjourn discussion of this matter and meet again, 
probably tomorrow morning as it is now rather late, to go on with our -/ork on general 
.and complete disarmament: that is my proposrJ. 

The CHAIl^/..^^ (Romania): i^re there any comments on the proposal by the 
representative of India that there should be an adjournment of this debate? If 
there VXQ no objections, I shall take it that the Committee agrees. 
It was s o dec ided.^ 

IM^3MMML (Romaiia): Therefore, we shall have a meeting tomorrow to 
discuss the treaty on general and complete disarmament. As to the draft declaration 
against war x)ropaganda, the two co-Chairmen v/ill con.c5ult as to the procedure to adopt 
for further consideration of it. 

L [r . CAV iu^LETTI (Italy) ( translation from French ): I agree. with the proposal 
which has just been made. Only one thing vrarries me and it is the sane as that 
which I expressed here on Friday. On Friday, speaking as Chairman, I asked for 
authority to inform the Press that exi agreement had been reached concerning v^ar 
p::?opagr.nda, and I wonder what we can now tell the Tress about the present situation. 

Ih^'^KJi-i^M. (Romania): I should like tc inform you that there v^as a text 
which h?.d been seen loy the two co-Chairmen, but since there has been no agreement we 
prox:)OSG that in today* s communique there be no mention of this debate. 
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Mr > ZORIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translation from Russian) ; 
I thinl-t it would be better sim;;;)ly to read out the text of the communique. As I 
understaxid it, the communique will say that statements wore made by the representa- 
tives of the Soviet Union, the United States, the United Kingdom and so. forth. So 
your remark a^bout not mentioning the discussion sounds rather unintelligible, and I 
thirds the fact that there was a discussion will be indicated by the list of speakers. 
As for the Press, evoryono will of course say what he considers necessary. 

The CHAIRIzIjJn F (Romania): I will ree.d out the draft communique: 

"The Conference of the Eighteen Nation Committee on Disarmament today held 
its forty-fourth plenary meeting a.t the Palais des Nations in G-eneva under the 
cha^irmanship of Mr. Macovescu, Vice-]\'Iinister for Foreign. Affairs end representa- 
tive of Romania. 

"Statements were made by the representatives of the Soviet Union, the 
United States, India, Italy, Mexico, the United Kingdom,, Czechoslovai^ia, Bulgaria, 
SY/-eden, Poland, Canada and Romania. 

"In accordance with the agreement on procedural arrangements adopted by 
the Conference on 14 March 1962 (ENDC/l, paragraphs 3 and 4), all documents and 
finaJ verbatim records of the Conference distributed as of 15 May will be made 
availa.ble to all Members of the United Nations and for public use on 4 June 1962 
tlirough the United Nations Secretariat at Geneva and Nev/ York. 

"The next meeting of the Conference will be held on Wednesday, 30 May 1962, 
at 10 a.m." 

Mr. GODBEI^i. (United Kingdom): I do not wish to prolong the discussion but 
I do see a difficulty following on the comment raised by the representative of Italy 
in regard to the communique. I have just referred to the communique for last Friday, 
and it contains the following: 

"The Conference has received from the Committee of the -.Thole a declaration 
aga.inst war propc?.ganda, which has been n,dopted unanimously by the Committee of 
the ^^ole. Definitive action will be taiten by the Conference on Tuesday, 
29 May 1962, after consultation with Governments." ( 3I\IDC/PV.42, y. 21 ) 
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It -will be observed that the communiqtie states that "definitive action will be 
taken" today* Therefore, whether we can completely icnorethis question in our 
communique today is, I think, something we must consider: possibly we ou^ht to refer 
to this declaration and sa,y that it was discussed vsad further action was postponed. 
If we just ignore the question, it may lead to complications and difficulties in 
viev/ of the very definite st?.tement in Friday's communique. 

I/Ir . ZORIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (tr an si action from Russian) ; 
ITlip.t has just been said by the representative of the United Kingdom is perhaps 
deserving of attention^ As a matter of fact, in the course of our preliminary 
discussions we had the intention to indicate in the communique that a statement was 
introduced by the Soviet delegation, and we might add that a final decision on the 
declaration against vrax propagemda was postponed. Perhaps tha,t is ho\r we could put 
it in the communique? 

Mr. DEM (United States of America).: It seems to me that if there is to 
be a reference in the communique to a statement by the representative of the Soviet 
Union, then that reference should.be follov/ed by a comment that he introduced this 
nev/ statement despite the fact that the declaration against war propaganda had been 
unanimously approved oy the Committee of the ^Vhole last Thursday. If there is any 
mention of the sta^temont of the representative of the Soviet Union, then I shall 
insist that there be a mention of the unanimous appro va,l b^'- the Committee of the ¥hole 
of the declara,tion a.gainst war propaganda. If there is no mention of it, then I 
shall not insist upon that addition. 

Mr . ZQ^^IN (Union of Soviet S.>cialist Fiepublics) ( translation from Russian ) ; 
Perhaps we can still find what is kno\m as a, compromise solution. "7e could refer to 
the previous communique and say that in connexion with the decision adopted at the 
last meeting a statement of the Soviet delegation was introduced as a document ~ I 
said today that we vrere introducing the statement as a document, aiid we have agreed 
to mention vjiy documents in the communique. T7e could say that a sta/ooment of the 
Soviet delegation was introduced as a. document in conne^cion with the previous communique, 
of such ezid such a da.te, and that the finaJ , decision on the declara.ticn a^gainst war 
T)ropagmda was postponed. I think this should sa.tisfy everybody, because in the 
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previous communique ^^e ex-plained what it -^^as rJl eJoout. If every thinr; is to be 
repeated in the new communique, we shall have to explain all the motives. I do not 
thimi this is possible no\7. Perhaps we could agree on this with a reference to the 
previous communique • 

Mr, DEIM (United States of iunerica).: At the meeting of the Comi:iittee of 
the v'/holo on 25 May the representative of the Soviet Union se,id: 

"i.G for the Government of the Soviet Union end the Government of the United 
States, these two GoverniTients, if I understand the situation correctly, have 
pjready approved this proposal. Therefore, in our case, there is no need for 
further instructions." ( EIE)C/C.I/PY.8. r-age 31 )^ 
I said: 

"I agree entirely with the remarks just ma.de by the representative of the 
Soviet Union. " ( ibid. , "jc.rq 32)"^ 
It seems to me that if there is B'oing to be any mention in the communique of further 
£jTiendments to the declara.tion agpdnst war propaganda, then we should add "desiDite 
the unanimous appro v?J of the declaration in the Committee of the Whole on 25 May". 

Hr . ZORIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translation from Russian) : 
I can see that Mr. Dean is re.ther cross, anid wants insistently to indicate what 
should be said by way of addition to explain the situation. If we folio v7 *iiuch a 
path we shall obviously never agree on any communique, because each of us will insist 
on his OT/n point of view. 

I must r>'^i^t out that Mr. Dean himself, in his statement at our previous meeting 
on 25 Kay, sa.id: 

"... we could, a,ssuming that v/c were all in a,greeraent, proceed to adopt it on 

a ^no objection^ basis ..." (jj)]:\[DC /C^l / pV. 8 » page 7) 

Hovfover, very weighty considerations arose for the Government of the Soviet 
Union — - considora,tions vrhich have been set forth today. Therefore in accordance 
v^-ith your c^vn position, we m.ust discuss this question anew, because now and very 
weighty considerations of the Government of the Soviet Union have appeared. Therefore 
it is not enough to try and explain it all by referring to our previous sta^tement. 
I thiiilc that if we want to a^chieve unanimity vtq could limit ourselves to a reference 
to the last communique. If we cannot achieve this unanimity — if the United States 

■^ProvisionaJ record 
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delegation thinks it necessary to explain something further in the ne\7 communique, 
then it will be necessary to say nothing. There is no other way out. \-/"e are not 
deciding this question by a veto; we have to reach agreement. 

•To are proposing a solution y/hich, in our opinion, should be acceptable to all, 
namely to refer to the previous communique and say that, in connexion v/ith the 
statement introduced, by the Soviet delegation, the question of the final a^pproval 
of the declaration has been postponed. If you do not v/ish this and vrill not agree 
to it, let us not mention anything. Let us leave the communique in its original 
form, and then the v/-ishes of the United Kingdom representative will not be fulfilled. 

Ivlr . GQDBZil.^ (United Kingdom): I am net quite sure in v^hat s;;drit that last 
sentence was uttered by the representative of the Soviet Union. I am certainly not 
seeking to mal-^e difficulties in regard to this question; I merely waiit to get it 
clarified for the record. I v/ould not have referred to it but for the very specific 
reference in Friday's communique^ . In trying to get over this, I was trying to 
concoct a form of words myself. I do not say this is e. perfect form of words, but 
it seemed to me that, either before or after giving the list of speakers, one could 
say that consideration had been given to the declaration against war ropaganda, 
whrch Y/as referred to in the communique for 25 i.'ay, that the Soviet union had 
introduced a formal statement and that, following upon further discussion, this 
matter had been d.eferred. Some such form of v^ords might meet the case. 

Mr. DSiJI (United States of -timerica): I am sorry, but I do not think I can 
agree to aJiy mention of the statement of the Soviet Union unless it is also stated 
tha,t the declaration against war propa^gajada was unanimously approved in the Committee 
of the ^.fhole on 25 Ivlay. 

I w-ould not object to the communique in its. original form. 

Ivir. CAyjJjIii lTTI (itaJy) ( translavtion froioi French); Although we have agreed 
in -principle that the verbatim records are to be me^Ae public only avfter fifteen days, 
1 wondier whether we could not adopt the communique as proposed by the Soviet delegation 
exiCu^ at the same time, publish immedia^tely the .record of the meeting of 25 r.iay. I 
thin:v that the Committee has reserved the right, in sx)ecial cases, to publish the 
verbatim records immediately. 
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Mr. LiJLL ( India): I vrauld like to propose thai we accept tlio communique 
as it -v7as read out "by the Chairman. That would be the most acceptable \7ay of dealing 
with this matter. "7ith rreat respect tc the representative of the United Kingdom, I 
would say that the record is clecx. Anyone v/ho does -^et the record vmen it is 
published will kna-7 exactly v^hat has happened and why the matter has been postponed. 
The mere fact that there is no mention in tod?^»s communique of definitive action on 
the question of war propa£::a?ada r/ill in itself, by implication, maiie it sufficiently 
clear that \7e have not toJ^en a decision on that question. I v/ould therefore suggest 
that wo adopt the communique as the Chairman read it out. 

Mr. GQDBB E (United Kingdom): If that is the v/ish of my colleagues, I am 
perfectly v^illing to go along with it. I merely wanted us to be logical. I always 
thought that my colleague from India ^7cas a very logical man. But I vsa perfectly 
pre-.ared, if it is the general desire, in order to get over the difficulty, theit it 
should be as he suggests. I merely though it vras importcjit to ca,ll attention to the 
illogicality, when compared v.dth vfhat happened before. 

Mr. ZOIvIH (Union of Soviet SocieJist Republics) (tr^jislation from Russian) ; 
I merely v/ish to add that I was in favour of the logic of our document raid therefore 
accepted the proposal of the United Kingdom representative. But since not everyone 
was in favour of the logic of this document, we had to give it up. iJid of course, 
I shall not insist on this logical document. 

The CHia^ JJjhll (I'iome.nia) : If I hear no further comments, I shall take it 
that it would be acceptable to all representatives to leave the communique in its 
original form. 

,It^, J ^i)c^, SQ_ decide d. 

The meetinr^ rose at 12.55 -^. m. 



